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ABSTRACT

The second long arm of natural justice is Audi alteram partem, which protects the accused
against unreasonable administrative measures when his right to person or property is
threatened. R v. University of Cambridge, decided in 1723, was one of the first decisions to
discuss audialterm partem, in which the Court of King's Bench ruled that the University of
Cambridge could not revoke a great but rebellious scholar's degree without giving him a
chance to explain himself. In this instance, it was also said that even if there is no legislative
need that all parties be heard, the common law justice would compensate for the legislature's
omission. The primary goal of this concept is to ensure that no one is condemned without a
fair trial. This concept is used in administrative action to guarantee that the affected
individual is treated fairly and fairly. Under Audi alteram partem, the right to counsel is a
right. The primary goal of this article is to distinguish between the Right to Counsel and the
Right to Legal Representation, and to determine if they may both be called Fundamental
Rights.
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